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A t  approximately 0820, on August 29, 1988, the  nuclear-powered a i r c r a f t  
c a r r i e r  USS DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER (CVN 69 ) ,  while enter ing t h e  harbor a t  
Hampton Roads, Virginia,  s t ruck the  anchored Spanish b u l k  c a r r i e r  URDULIZ. 
The URDULIZ was anchored adjacent t o  t h e  Entrance Reach Channel waiting f o r  a 
berth a t  the  coal loading p i e r s  a t  Lamberts Point, Norfolk, Virginia.  The 
EISENHOWER was returning t o  i t s  home port  of Norfolk, Virginia ,  a f t e r  a 
6-month deployment in the Mediterranean Sea. No one was injured.  The 
accident resu l ted  in $2 mil l ion in estimated damage t o  the  EISENHOWER and 
$317,128 in damage t o  the  URDULIZ.' 

A t  the  time of the  accident,  the URDULIZ was anchored in a designated 
anchorage (anchorage "A," berth "Z") with i t s  bow about 400 yards from what 
had been the northern edge of the Entrance Reach Channel p r io r  t o  
March 30, 1988, o r  about 200 yards from the  new channel edge es tab l i shed  by 
buoy re loca t ions  on March 30, 1988. The preplanned t rack  of t h e  EISENHOWER 
in  the  Entrance Reach Channel was t o  follow the  northern edge of the  previous 
1,500-foot-wide channel ( t h i s  was a l so  the southern limits of anchorages "A" 
and '73"). The EISENHOWER bridge watch was aware t h a t  the  URDULIZ was 
anchored in berth " Z , "  as the bridge watch had been informed about 1 hour 
before the  accident by a naval vessel preceding the  EISENHOWER i n t o  Norfolk. 
V i s i b i l i t y  was a t  l e a s t  5 miles, and the  bridge watch had the URDULIZ in 
s igh t  for about 30 minutes before the  accident.  

I t  i s  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  the  conning crew of  a vessel using the  Entrance 
Reach Channel t o  determine v isua l ly  the  new northern edge of the  channel 
because the re  i s  no navigation aid in the  3.2 miles between Thimble Shoal 
Channel Lighted Buoy "22" (buoy "22") on t h e  eastern end o f  t h e  channel and 
Newport News Channel Lighted Buoy "2" (buoy "2")  on the  western end of the - 
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channel. 
Entrance Reach Channel have water depths in excess of 50 f e e t ,  they should 
n o t  be considered extensions of the channel width, b u t  r a the r  areas  where 
vessels  a re  expected t o  be anchored and t h u s  unavailable for maneuvering 
outs ide of the channel l imi t s .  Proper marking o f  the northern edge of the 
channel i s  more c r i t i c a l  because the channel has been narrowed and there i s  
now l e s s  w i d t h  avai lable  t o  maneuver a vessel .  

The Safety Board does n o t  agree with the  statement by the Coast Guard 
witness t h a t  “...when you p u t  buoys near an anchorage they get  r u n  over and 
serve only as a hazard t o  navigation.” Vessels a re  expected t o  safe ly  pass 
each other in the 1,000-foot-wide channel, and therefore ,  placing buoys about 
1 mile a p a r t  along the northern edge of the channel should not i n t e r f e r e  w i t h  
a vessel navigating the channel o r  entering the  anchorages t o  anchor. 
Further, i f  a vessel were t o  s t r i k e  a buoy, the damage cos t  t o  the buoy and 
the vessel would be f a r  less expensive than the damage cost r e su l t i ng  from 
even a minor co l l t s ion  between two vessels.  The Coast Guard already uses 
buoys t o  mark channels adjacent t o  anchorages in Norfolk and i n  o ther  
harbors. 

Not only would additional buoys on the channel’s northern edge provide a 
channel marking, they could a l so  be used by mariners t o  v i sua l ly  estimate 
t h e i r  vessel’s  posi t ion and how the vessel’s course i s  being affected by wind 
and current .  The presence of additional buoys, f o r  example, 1 mile apar t  
may have provided an e a r l i e r  indication t o  the conning crew t h a t  the 
EISENHOWER was deviating from i t s  intended course, allowing cor rec t ive  action 
t o  be taken e a r l i e r ,  perhaps even in  time t o  avoid the co l l i s ion .  The Safety 
Board believes t h a t  the northern edge of the Entrance Reach Channel should be 
marked w i t h  additional buoys t o  a s s i s t  the mariner v i sua l ly  in determining 
the channel l imi t s  and h i s  movement in  the channel. 

Therefore, the National Transportation Safety Board recommends t h a t  the 
U.S. Coast Guard: 

Even though the anchorage berths on the northern s ide  o f  the  / , 

, 

Establish additional buoys on the northern s ide  of the 
Entrance Reach Channel t o  del ineate the channel 1 imits.  
(Class 11, Pr io r i ty  Action) (M-90-8) 

Also, the  Safety Board issued Safety Recommendations M-90-1 t h r o u g h  -7 

KOLSTAD, Acting Chairman, and BURNETT, LAUBER, and DICKINSON, Members, 

t o  the U.S. Navy and r e i t e r a t ed  M-88-38 t o  the Navy. 

concurred in  t h i s  recommendation. 

James L .  Kolstad 
a Chairman 


